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Application Number: 10/724,409 
Applicant: Naizer, et at. 

Art Unit: 3672 

RESPONSE TO SECOND OFFICE ACTION 

Accompanying this Response are claim amendments which Applicant would 
suggest are fully responsive to the rejection made under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) in view of 
Carlisle, et al., U.S. Pat. No. 2,465,060. in particular. Applicant would note the effect of 
the amendments to each claim: 

With respect to Claim 1, Applicant is amending the language of Claim 1 to add a 
limitation that the base of the piston 110 is sealed by means such as the O-ring 118. 
Carlisle '060 contains no similar structure sealing the piston assembly in that invention 
against the wall of the chamber in which the piston assembly reciprocates, and Carlisle 
thus cannot be used in a manner similar to the instant invention, wherein a balance is 
maintained between the fluid pressure on the shoulders of the piston 1 10 and the spring 
pressure 112, with the pressure on the tip of the piston 1 1 0 resulting in a force which acts 
independently of that resulting from the fluid pressure on the shoulders of the piston 1 10. 

With respect to Claim 2, the amendments constitute nothing more than rewriting 
the former Claim 2 in independent form with all of the limitations of the prior base Claim 
1, which the examining attorney has held to be allowable. 

Claim 3 is identical to the former Claim 3, which retains its dependency on Claim 
1 and thus is amended by implication to include the seal limitation described in that base 
claim as amended. 

Claims 4-8 are identical to their prior forms, pursuant to the examining attorney's 
finding that these claims are allowable. 
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